Most of the articles submitted to this journal get rejected as they are most of the times literature review. Systematic reviews are always superior to these reviews as they use a precise question to produce evidence to underpin a piece of research, a stand-alone piece of research, which should be conducted before undertaking further research, whereas a literature review introduces context and current thinking, often without a specific question, is general and covers several aspects of a topic . Systematic review searches of several specified databases using precise search terms; a similar systematic search of grey literature sometimes included, depending on the question whereas narrative review finds papers through a fairly random process, usually searching only a few databases, use of grey literature common, but not usually systematic. In a systematic review, data extraction tool is used to identify precise pieces of information and two or more researchers undertake data extraction, but in narrative reviews, papers are read and "take-home" messages are used in the review. Recognized, referenced methods for data analysis are included analysis of methods, rigor of conduct of research, and strength of evidence in systematic reviews, whereas in narrative reviews, writer interprets the meaning of the results. Outcomes in systematic reviews are based on evidence from reviewed papers, whereas in narrative reviews, they are through the evidence of various kinds of conclusions drawn from included papers. Thus, with all the above points, a systematic review might be suitable for publication whereas a narrative review is not suitable for publication. We request that the authors conduct more and more systematic reviews in different research areas and submit the same to our journal by the following standard guidelines and checklists for the same.
I take this opportunity to congratulate all the freshly passed out postgraduate students of Public Health Dentistry.
